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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-4, 10-12, 17, 22, 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cook (US: 6853987), in view of Inohara et al (US: 6256747), and further in view of Calder 
et al (US: 6594347). 

Regarding claims 1,3, 10, 1 1, 22, Cook teaches on Fig. 1, line connections between 
terminal devices. 

Cook teaches on column 10 line 10-19, Fig. 1 and Fig. 3, the site 80 (claimed 
"information supply means") supplies information to the customer computer via the network. 

Cook teaches on item 18 Fig. 1, authorization system (claimed "privilege assignment 
means"). 

Cook failed to teach "communication management means" and "information distribution 
means". However, Inohara et al teach on Fig. 1, a network server with a client request 
management section and a server management section (items 100 and 102 Fig. 1; claimed 
"communication management means"). Inohara et al teach on column 6 line 1 1 to column 7 line 
64, the server distributes (claimed "information distribution means") information to the client. 
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It would have been obvious to one skilled at the time the invention was made to modify 
Cook to have the "communication management means" and "information distribution means" as 
taught by hiohara et al such that the modified system of Cook would be able to support the 
system users conveniences of managing communications and distributing information via a 
network server. 

Cook failed to teach "keyword extraction means". However, Calder et al teach on Fig. 2 
and column 6 line 34-62, a mobile phone with speech recognition means and performs keywords 
extractions. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled at the time the invention was made to modify 
Cook to have the "keyword extraction means" as taught by Calder et al such that the modified 
system of Cook would be able to support the system users conveniences of better recognizing 
speech by extracting keywords. 

Cook failed to teach "selects distribution information based on a keyword extraction 
result". However, Calder et al teach on colunm 4 line 33-52, by the result of the voice 
recognition (keyword extraction), a balance of the account is selected. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled at the time the invention was made to modify 
Cook to have the "selects distribution information based on a keyword extraction result" as 
taught by Calder et al such that the modified system of Cook would be able to support the system 
users conveniences of selecting information based on a result of keyword extraction. 

Regarding claims 2, 25, 12, Cook teaches on column 10 line 51 to column 12 Ime 40, 
after the customer entering the account number and selecting the Access or Activate Accoimt 
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option (reads on claimed "confirmed to have been browsed or viewed" the supplied information 
on Fig. 3) the authorization is verified (claimed "assigns a privilege"). 

Regarding claim 4, Cook teaches on column 4 line 41, wireless telephones. 

Regarding claim 17, rejections as stated in claims 1 and 2 above apply. 

2. Claims 5, 13 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cook, in 
view of Inohara et al, and in view of Calder et al, and fiirther in view of Tatsumi et al (US: 
5757788). 

Regarding claims, 5, 19, Cook in view of Inohara et al, and in view of Calder et al as 
stated in claim 3 above failed to teach "temporarily suspending the communication while 
communication terminal device is communicating". However, Tatsumi et al teach on colimm 4 
line 6-1 1, personal station pauses conversation to transmit data. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled at the time the invention was made to modify 
Cook in view of Inohara et al, and fiarther in view of Calder et al to have the "temporarily 
suspending the communication while communication terminal device is communicating" as 
taught by Tatsumi et al such that the modified system of Cook in view of Inohara et al, and in 
view of Calder et al would be able to support the system users conveniences of distributing 
information while communication is suspended. 

Regarding claim 13, rejections as stated in claims 4 and 5 above apply. 
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3. Claims 6, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cook, in 
view of Inohara et al, and in view of Calder et al, and further in view of Cruickshank (US: 
6704294). 

Regarding claim 6, Cook in view if Inohara et al, and in view of Calder et al failed to 
teach "distributes the information in parallel with voice information". However, Cruickshank 
teaches on column 2 line 32-42, data and voice information are transmitted in parallel. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled at the time the invention was made to modify 
Cook in view of Inohara et al and further in view of Calder et al to have the "distributes the 
information in parallel with voice information" as taught by Cruickshank such that the modified 
system of Cook in view of Inohara et al and further in view of Calder et al would be able to 
support the system users conveniences of transmitting data and voice in parallel. 

Regarding claim 14, rejections as stated in claims 4 and 6 above apply. 

4. Claims 9, 16, 23, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cook, in view of Inohara et al, in view of Calder et al, and in view of Tendler (US: 6519463). 

Regarding claim 9, Cook in view of Inohara et al and in view of Calder et al failed to 
teach "position detection means". However, Tendler teaches on Fig. 2, a wireless phone with a 
GPS receiver. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled at the time the invention was made to modify 
Cook in view of Inohara et al and in view of Calder et al to have the "position detection means" 
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as taught by Tendler such that the modified system of Cook in view of Inohara et al and in view 
of Calder et al would be able to support the system users conveniences of detecting the position. 

Regarding claims 16, 23, 24, rejections as stated in claims 9, 10 above apply. 

5. Claims 1 8, 26 are rejected xmder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cook, in 
view of Inohara et al, in view of Calder et al, and further in view of Miura (US: 6736726). 

Cook in view of Inohara et al, in view of Calder et al as stated in claim 17 above failed to 
teach "recording and updating a distribution history". However, Miura teaches on column 2 line 
42-67, an information distribution system with history data and a control means to update the 
history data. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled at the time the invention was made to modify 
Cook in view of Inohara et al and in view of Calder et al to have the "recording and updating a 
distribution history" as taught by Miura such that the modified system of Cook in view of 
Inohara et al and in view of Calder et al would be able to support the system users conveniences 
of recording and updating history data. 

6. Claims 20, 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cook, in 
view of Inohara et al, in view of Calder et al, and further in view of Funasako (JP409233193). 

Cook in view of Inohara et al and in view of Calder et al as stated in claim 17 above 
failed to teach "outputting a confirmation based on a voice input". However, Funasako teaches a 
telephone set with voice confirmation function. 
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It would have been obvious to one skilled at the time the invention was made to modify 
Cook in view of Inohara et al and in view of Calder et al to have the "outputting a confirmation 
based on a voice input" as taught by Funasako such that the modified system of Cook in view of 
Inohara et al and in view of Calder et al would be able to support the system users conveniences 
of providing voice confirmation. 

7. Claims 28-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cook, in 
view of Inohara et al, in view of Calder et al. 

The modified system of Cook in view of Inohara et al and further in view of Calder et al 
as stated in claim 1 above failed to teach "advertisement information". However, the content of 
distributed information is a "Design Choice". 

It would have been obvious to one skilled at the time the invention was made to modify 
Cook in view of Inohara et al and in view of Calder et al to have the "advertisement information" 
such that the modified system of Cook in view of Inohara et al and in view of Calder et al would 
be able to support the system users conveniences of distributing advertisement information. 



8. 



Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed on IIIXIOS have been fully considered. 
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i) Applicant argues, on page 12-195 in view of new amendments. New grounds of 
rejections necessitated by the new amendments have been stated above. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed imtil after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) v^U be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this application and office action should be directed to the 
examiner Ming Chow whose telephone number is (571) 272-7535. The examiner can normally 
be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30 am to 5 pm. If attempts to reach the examiner 
by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Fan Tsang, can be reached on (571) 
272-7547. Any inquiry of a general mature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Customer Service whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2600. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Or faxed to Central FAX Number 571-273-8300. 

Patent Examiner / 



Ming Chow 
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